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Response to Amendment 
Response to Arguments 
1 . Applicant's arguments filed 08/30/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to the applicant's argument concerning claims, the applicant argues that 
Schwartz in view of Kingdon does not disclose the limitation of "a format determined in 
dependence upon a format request made by the mobile station or the mobile positioning 
center" because the secondary reference Kingdon does not disclose the limitation. However, the 
examiner disagrees as follows: 

The limitation that the applicant is arguing as stated in the claims does not include 
"mobile positioning center". The limitation as written in the claim is "a format determined in 
dependence upon a format request made by the mobile station or the main station". In 
either case however, the examiner contends that Kingdon is showing the limitation because the 
limitation as written in the claim is broad. The heart of the limitation is a format request, which 
can mean as stated by Kingdon (col. 4 lines 45-50) " Once connected with the web-based 
location application the mobile subscriber can select the format of the returned location 
information, e.g. street address, location on a map, or other type of format using the mouse 
or keys". As a consequence, Kingdon discloses receiving the information as a text address, or a 
picture on a map, via the user input. The result being, the limitation reads upon Schwartz as 
modified by Kingdon since Schwartz does show receiving information from a main station, via a 
matching device between a main station a terminal where the information exchange is done using 
a matching device and controlled upon an input from a user at the terminal, and the matching 
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device matches the characteristics of transmission and Kingdon shows that a format request is 
commonly done or obvious. 

The applicant argues that the format request as disclosed by Kingdon is different than the 
format request referred to in the applicant's specification. The examiner contends that since the 
limitation of a format request is broad, the applicant should expand upon the limitation to show 
the difference. The applicant is welcome to call the Examiner for advice on how to expand upon 
the limitation. 

Further the applicant argues that a format determined in dependence upon a format 
request made by the mobile station or the mobile positioning center the combination of Schwartz 
and Kingdon does not disclose the limitations, because the examiner has not shown a prima facie 
case of obviousness. However the examiner disagrees because: A) Kingdon provides motivation 
in the background (col. 3 lines 12-36) by stating, "the intention of the Kingdon reference is to 
allow Internet applications to receive more complex responses such a bit mapped responses". B) 
There is reasonable expectation of success since both Schwartz and Kingdon are discussing 
mobile Internet application with similar user interfaces, where Kingdon discusses an input from 
such an interface. C) As discussed above the references together disclose all the limitations. 

The applicant also argues the Kingdon teaches away from Schwartz however the 
examiner disagrees because Schwartz is using a matching device to match a format of 
transmission system, the format being independent of the format request of image or data. That 
is, the matching device in Schwartz matches the wired protocol to a wireless protocol, and 
Kingdon does not teach away form this type of formatting. 
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Therefore, the examiner contends that the argued limitations are disclosed by the cited 
references and the applicant should expand upon the features argued to be different. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 15, 18, 23, 28, 29, 30, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schwartz et al. (6,473,609) in view of Kingdon et al. (6,088,594). 

Consider claim 15, Schwartz discloses a method for transmitting messages between at 
least one main station (104, figure 1) and a terminal (106) via a telecommunications network 
(102) (see col. 1 lines 30-40, col. 3 lines 37-55, col. 5 lines 8-47, col.7 lines 47-67, where 
Schwartz is discussing a mobile terminal with access to an internet server, the internet server 
being a main station). Schwartz discloses providing a matching device (114) between the at least 
one main station and the terminal (see col. 5 lines 47-61, col. 5 lines 8-26, col. 7 lines 9-28, col. 
7 lines 47-67, where Schwartz discusses that the link server acts as the protocol matching device 
between the wireless network and the internet). Schwartz discloses controlling a message 
exchange using the matching device, the message exchange being controlled in dependence upon 
at least one input from one of, the terminal, and the at least one main station (see col. 3 lines 38- 
55, col. 5 lines 47-61, col. 7 lines 55-62, col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 9 lines 29-41, col. 10 lines 35-53, 
col. 1 1 lines 4-9, col. 13 lines 25-38, col. 13 lines 64-66, col. 14 lines 10-58 where in reference to 
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figures 6-7, Schwartz discusses the user makes inputs from the terminal to the link server, i.e., 
the matching device, to get data from different network servers by sending a URL of the desired 
server, therefore, dependent upon the input from the mobile the link server gets various forms of 
data from the network). Schwartz discloses matching, by a matching device, at least one 
characteristic for transmission of a message to the at least one input wherein the at least one 
characteristic is at least one of a data type, a data format and a transmission mode (see col. 14 
lines 10-67, col. 15 lines 1-8, col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 10 lines 3-8, col. 11 lines 15-35). 

Schwartz discloses user requests for information from different servers and format 
translations based on the information requested, and therefore logically the information is 
transmitted in a format based on the request (col. 14 lines 10-67, col. 15 lines 1-8, col. 8 lines 45- 
67, col. 10 lines 3-8, col. 11 lines 15-35, col. 14 lines 10-67, col. 15 lines 1-8, col. 8 lines 45-67, 
col. 10 lines 3-8, col. 1 1 lines 15-35). Schwartz, however, does not specifically disclose the 
message is transmitted in a format that is determined in dependence upon a format request made 
by one of the terminal and the at least one main station. Kingdon teaches disclose the message 
is transmitted in a format that is determined in dependence upon a format request made by one of 
the terminal and the at least one main station (see abstract lines 1-10, and col. 4 lines 9-55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz, and have the message is transmitted in a format 
that is determined in dependence upon a format request made by one of the terminal and the at 
least one main station, as taught by Kingdon, thus allowing the transmission of more complex 
responses, such as bit mapped responses, as discussed by Kingdon (col. 3 lines 12-36): 
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Consider claim 18, Schwartz discloses converting, by the matching device, messages 
from the at least one main station into a standardized form readable by the terminal; and 
transmitting the converted messages to the terminal (see col. 8 lines 45-67, col 9 lines 15-40, 
col. 10 lines 3-16, col. 15 lines 39-65, col. 16 lines 30-65 and col. 19 lines 1-17, where Schwartz 
discusses changing the file to SDD format to send to the terminal in more efficiently). 

Consider claim 23, Schwartz discloses inputting by a user of the terminal the at least one 
input from the terminal in the form of a data record; and transmitting the data record to the 
matching device (see col. 13 lines 25-38, col. 14 lines 10-67, col. 15 lines 39-65, col. 16 lines 30- 
65, col. 18 lines 11-16, col. 19 lines 18-67 and col. 20 lines 1-31, where Schwartz discusses each 
request/input is actually composed of several fields, therefore a record, where the message is a 
URL specifying server with a particular type of information). 

Consider claim 28, Schwartz discloses using protocols in the terminal and the matching 
device which include functional elements for a predefined transmission mode for the 
transmission of a message; and effecting a suitable signaling of the message for the terminal (see 
col. 5 lines 47-61, col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 3 lines 45-67, col. 4 lines 1-9, col. 7 lines 1-21, col. 9 
lines 29-67, col. 10 lines 3-8, and col. 1 1 lines 18-33, where, as shown in figure 3 A, 3B, and 6 
Schwartz discusses upon starting the session the mobile exchanges characteristic data with the 
link server and the server changing the data format for transmission to the mobile, and the link 
server makes the protocol conversion). 

Consider claim 29, Schwartz discloses a matching device (114, figure 1) for a 
transmitting messages between at least one main station (104) and terminal (106) via a 
telecommunications network (see col. 1 lines 30-40, col. 3 lines 37-61, col. 5 lines 8-61, col. 7 
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lines 47-67, and col. 8 lines 46-67, where Schwartz discusses the transmission of messages 
between a network server, i.e., main station, and a mobile terminal via a link server that converts 
the messages to useable formats, between the devices, therefore, matching formats). Schwartz 
discloses at least one interface (302, figure 3 A) to the at least one main station; an interface (306) 
to the terminal (see col. 6 lines 65-67, col. 7 lines 1-27, and col. 5 lines 8-26). Schwartz 
discloses a storage device (316, figure 3 A) configured to store at least one input from one of the 
terminal and the at least one main station for controlling a message exchange between the at least 
one main station and the terminal (see col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 9 lines 15-40, col. 11 lines 15-41, 
col. 13 lines 25-38, col. 14 lines 10-67, col. 18 lines 11-16, col. 18 lines 65-67, and col. 19 lines 
1-45, where Schwartz discusses a message exchange processor and memory for processing the 
requests and data exchanges). Schwartz discloses a control unit (315, figure 3 A) configured to 
control the message exchange as a function of the at least one input (see col. 8 lines 46-67, col. 9 
lines 15-40, col. 11 lines 15-41, col. 14 lines 10-67, col. 18 lines 65-67, and col. 19 lines 1-48, 
where Schwartz discusses the user of the terminal inputs commands corresponding to URL's to 
access data in different network server that are processed by the message processor). Schwartz 
discloses matching, by a matching device, at least one characteristic for transmission of a 
message to the at least one input wherein the at least one characteristic is at least one of a data 
type, a data format and a transmission mode (see col. 14 lines 10-67, col. 15 lines 1-8, col. 8 
lines 45-67, col. 10 lines 3-8, col. 11 lines 15-35). 

Schwartz discloses inputs by users to request information of different types the request of 
different types logically including format request (see col. 8 lines 46-67), however, Schwartz 
does not specifically disclose the at least one input includes a format request made by one of the 
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terminal and the at least one main station. Kingdon teaches the at least one input includes a 
format request made by one of the terminal and the at least one main station (see abstract lines 1- 
10, and col 4 lines 9-55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz, and the at least one input includes a format 
request made by one of the terminal and the at least one main station, as taught by Kingdon, thus 
allowing the transmission of more complex responses, such as bit mapped responses, as 
discussed by Kingdon (col. 3 lines 12-36). 

Consider claim 30, Schwartz discloses a method for transmitting messages between at 
least one main stations (104, figure 1) and a terminal (106) via a telecommunications network 
(102) (see col. 1 lines 30-40, col. 2 lines 30-62, col. 3 lines 37-55, col. 5 lines 8-47, col.7 lines 
47-67, where Schwartz is discussing a mobile terminal with access to an internet servers, the 
internet server being a main station, a logically one or more main stations addressable by internet 
addresses). Schwartz discloses providing a matching device (114) between the at least one main 
stations and the terminal (see col. 5 lines 47-61, col. 5 lines 8-26, col. 7 lines 9-28, col. 7 lines 
47-67, where Schwartz discusses that the link server acts as the protocol matching device 
between the wireless network and the internet). Schwartz discloses controlling a message 
exchange using the matching device, the message exchange being controlled in dependence upon 
at least one input from one of, the terminal, and the at least one main station (see col. 3 lines 38- 
55, col. 5 lines 47-61, col. 7 lines 55-62, col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 9 lines 29-41, col. 10 lines 35-53, 
col. 11 lines 4-9, col. 13 lines 25-38, col. 13 lines 64-66, col. 14 lines 10-58 where in reference to 
figures 6-7, Schwartz discusses the user makes inputs from the terminal to the link server, i.e., 
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the matching device, to get data from different network servers by sending a URL of the desired 
server, therefore, dependent upon the input from the mobile the link server gets various forms of 
data from the network). 

Schwartz discloses the at least one main station is an internet server and therefore 
logically is disclosing at least two main stations (see col. 1 lines 30-40, col. 2 lines 30-62, col. 3 
lines 37-55, col. 5 lines 8-47, col.7 lines 47-67, where Schwartz is discussing internet addressing 
of the main station therefore logically discussing one, two, or more main stations). Schwartz 
however does not specifically disclose at least two main stations. Kingdon teaches at least two 
main stations (see col. 4 lines 38-45, where Kingdon is discussing connection of a mobile to one 
more servers on the internet via the internet addresses). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Schwartz, and have at least two main stations, as 
taught by Kingdon, thus allowing the mobile access to many main stations applications via the 
Internet and Internet servers, as discussed by Kingdon (col. 3 lines 30-35). 

Consider claim 31, Schwartz discloses a matching device (1 14, figure 1) for a 
transmitting messages between at least one main stations (104) and terminal (106) via a 
telecommunications network (see col. 1 lines 30-40, col. 2 lines 30-62, col. 3 lines 37-61, col. 5 
lines 8-61, col. 7 lines 47-67, and col. 8 lines 46-67, where Schwartz discusses the transmission 
of messages between a network internet servers, i.e., one or more main station, and a mobile 
terminal via a link server that converts the messages to useable formats, between the devices, 
therefore, matching formats). Schwartz discloses at least one interface (302, figure 3A) to the at 
least one main stations; an interface (306) to the terminal (see col. 6 lines 65-67, col. 7 lines 1- 
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27, and col. 5 lines 8-26). Schwartz teaches a storage device (316, figure 3 A) configured to store 
at least one input from one of the terminal and the at least one main stations for controlling a 
message exchange between the at least two main stations and the terminal (see col. 8 lines 45-67, 
col. 9 lines 15-40, col. 1 1 lines 15-41, col. 13 lines 25-38, col. 14 lines 10-67, col. 18 lines 11-16, 
col. 18 lines 65-67, and col. 19 lines 1-45, where Schwartz discusses a message exchange 
processor and memory for processing the requests and data exchanges). Schwartz discloses a 
control unit (315, figure 3 A) configured to control the message exchange as a function of the at 
least one input (see col. 8 lines 46-67, col. 9 lines 15-40, col. 1 1 lines 15-41, col. 14 lines 10-67, 
col. 18 lines 65-67, and col. 19 lines 1-48, where Schwartz discusses the user of the terminal 
inputs commands corresponding to URL's to access data in different network server that are 
processed by the message processor). 

Schwartz discloses the at least one main station is an internet server and therefore 
logically is disclosing at least two main stations (see col. 1 lines 30-40, col. 2 lines 30-62, col. 3 
lines 37-55, col. 5 lines 8-47, col.7 lines 47-67, where Schwartz is discussing internet addressing 
of the main station therefore logically discussing one, two, or more main stations). Schwartz 
however does not specifically disclose at least two main stations. Kingdon teaches at least two 
main stations (see col. 4 lines 38-45, where Kingdon is discussing connection of a mobile to one 
more servers on the internet via the internet addresses). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Schwartz, and have at least two main stations, as 
taught by Kingdon, thus allowing the mobile access to many main stations applications via the 
Internet and Internet servers, as discussed by Kingdon (col. 3 lines 30-35). 
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3. Claims 19, 20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schwartz et al. (6,473,609) in view of Kingdon et al. (6,088,594) as applied to claim 15 above, 
and further in view of Boyle et al. (6,138,158). 

Consider claim 19, Schwartz discloses notifying the matching device of an incoming 
message for the terminal, by at least one main station (see col. 18 lines 1 1-43, where Schwartz 
discusses network server sending a message directed toward a particular terminal). Schwartz 
discloses if the terminal can be reached, initiating a transmission process for the message to the 
terminal, according to one of a push transmission and a pull transmission mode (see col. 18 lines 
44-67, col. 19 lines 1-18, col. 12 lines 54-67, col. 8 lines 45-67, and col. 9 lines 15-40, where 
Schwartz discusses that the messages can be pushed or pulled by the mobile terminal or network 
server). 

Schwartz discloses checking terminal availability (col. 18 lines 43-50), but Schwartz and 
Kingdon do not specifically disclose if the terminal cannot be reached, storing the message until 
the matching device recognizes that the terminal can be reached. Boyle discloses if the terminal 
cannot be reached, storing the message until the matching device recognizes that the terminal can 
be reached (see col. 11 lines 24-50, col. 12 lines 24-31, col. 4 lines 58-67, and col. 5 lines 36-45, 
where Boyle queues messages destine for mobile and sends them when the mobile is available). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz and Kingdon, and when sending a message, if the 
terminal cannot be reached, storing the message until the matching device recognizes that the 
terminal can be reached, as taught by Boyle, thus allowing users to be timely and periodically 
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informed of messages to be delivered when the user becomes available, as discussed by Boyle 
(col. 1 lines 41-46, col. 1 lines 55-60, col. 12 lines 28-31). 

Consider claim 20, Schwartz discloses transmitting directly to the terminal, as a function 
of the input from the terminal a message for the terminal present in the at least one main station 
by the matching device when the terminal can be reached (see col. 8 lines 46-67, col. 9 lines 15- 
40, col. 10 lines 35-54,col. 11 lines 15-53, col. 12 lines 31-65, col. 13 lines 25-37, col. 18 lines 
1 1-67 and col. 19 lines 1-17, and col. 20 lines 18-61, where Schwartz discusses that upon 
initiation of a communication session as a function of user input data is fetched and a message 
notification is sent and data downloaded). 

Schwartz discloses the terminal may not be available (col. 18 lines 42-56), but Schwartz 
and Kingdon do not specifically disclose notifying the terminal of the availability of the message 
by the matching device, when the terminal cannot be reached. Boyle discloses notifying the 
terminal of the availability of the message by the matching device, when the terminal cannot be 
reached (see col. 12 lines 23-43, and col. 11 lines 30-50, where Boyle discusses queuing 
messages). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz and Kingdon, and when delivering messages, 
notifying the terminal of the availability of the message by the matching device, when the 
terminal cannot be reached, as taught by Boyle, thus allowing the user to be timely and 
periodically informed of messages to be delivered when the user becomes available, as discussed 
by Boyle (col. 1 lines 41-47, col. 1 lines 55-60, col. 12 lines 28-31). 
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Consider claim 22, Schwartz discloses converting the message to a form usable by the 
terminal and sending to the terminal as function of the an input at the terminal as a function of 
input by the terminal (see col. 7 lines 9-21, col. 8 lines 17-32, col. 8 lines 44-67, col. 9 lines 15- 
40 and col. 10 lines 3-35, where, as shown in figure 3B, Schwartz discusses a user request and 
response with data type and the link server converts the message to the protocol used by the 
terminal based on terminal characteristics). 

Schwartz and Kingdon do not specifically disclose segmenting, by the matching device 
as a function of the input from the terminal individual parts of a message, which includes a 
plurality of elements, and processing the message by the matching device. Boyle discloses 
segmenting, by the matching device as a function of the input from the terminal individual parts 
of a message, which includes a plurality of elements and processing the message by the matching 
device (see col. 13 lines 35-54, where Boyle discusses that if the air interface is one that does not 
support an extremely long message, the message is segmented and sent in several messages). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz and Kingdon, and segment, by the matching 
device as a function of the input from the terminal individual parts of a message which includes a 
plurality of elements and processing the message by the matching device, when the terminal 
cannot be reached, as taught by Boyle, thus when the air interface is narrow band, allowing 
messages to be conformed to that protocol used by the device, as discussed by Boyle (col. 2 lines 
43-50, col. 12 lines 37-44). 
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4. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwartz (A) et 
al. (6,473,609) in view Kingdon, as applied to claim 15 above, and further in view of Schwartz 
(B) (6,243,739). 

Consider claim 21, Schwartz (A) and Kingdon discloses transmitting messages from 
servers, i.e., main stations, to a mobile terminal device (see col. 18 lines 1-67, and col. 19 lines 1- 
17). 

Schwartz (A) and Kingdon do not specifically disclose transmitting a plurality of 
messages, from different ones of the at least one main station, in a combined form to the terminal 
by the matching device. Schwartz (B) discloses transmitting a plurality of messages, from 
different ones of the at least one main station, in a combined form to the terminal by the 
matching device (see col 10 lines 55-67, and col. 11 lines 1-25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz (A) and Kingdon, and transmit a plurality of 
messages, from different ones of the at least one main station, in a combined form to the terminal 
by the matching device, as taught by Schwartz (B), thereby reducing delays in communicating 
messages to subscribers, as discussed by Schwartz (B), (col. 2 lines 42-59). 

5. Claim 24-27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwartz et 
al. (6,473,609) in view Kingdon, as applied to claim 15 above, and further in view of Smethers et 
al. (6,560,640). 

Consider claim 24, Schwartz discloses inputting by a user of the terminal a plurality of 
different a data records for various functionalities that are implement-able by the terminal (see 
col. 9 lines 15-20, col. 19 lines 18-67 and col. 20 lines 1-31, where Schwartz discusses the 
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message from the terminal are one or more URL requests where each request is actually 
composed of several fields, i.e., a record, where requests are to access different servers for 
different functions of the terminal, such as stock or news etc.). 

Schwartz and Kingdon do not specifically disclose storing the plurality of different data 
records in storage device assigned to the matching device. Smethers discloses storing the 
plurality of different data records in storage device assigned to the matching device (see col. 8 
lines 1-57, where Smethers discusses that a user can create a bookmark for the URL and store it 
at the server, the bookmark being a URL and associated data, with marked with a shortened 
identifier). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz and Kingdon, and store the plurality of different 
data records in storage device assigned to the matching device, as taught by Smethers, thus 
increasing information site access speeds by minimizing actions needed by the user, as discussed 
by Smethers (col. 1 lines 57-65). 

. Consider claim 25, Schwartz discloses each of the plurality of different data records has 
an assigned URL (see col. 19 lines 18-67). 

Schwartz and Kingdon do not specifically disclose each of the plurality of different data 
records has an assigned identifier. Smethers discloses each of the plurality of different data 
records has an assigned identifier (see col. 8 lines 25-37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz and Kingdon, and have each of the plurality of 
different data records have an assigned identifier, as taught by Smethers, thus increasing 
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information site access speeds by minimizing actions needed by the user, as discussed by 
Smethers (col. 1 lines 57-65). 

Consider claim 26, Schwartz discloses a user making inputs to access servers; where the 
input is a data record having a URL and other identifiers (see col. 19 lines 17-65). 

Schwartz and Kingdon do not specifically disclose selecting, by the user, one of the 
plurality of different data records; transmitting the assigned identifying character of the selected 
data record from the terminal to the matching device; checking, in the matching device, whether 
a data record having the assigned identifying character is stored in the storage device; and if the 
data record having the assigned identifying character is stored in the storage device, selecting, by 
the matching device, the data record. Smethers discloses selecting, by the user, one of the 
plurality of different data records; transmitting the assigned identifying character of the selected 
data record from the terminal to the matching device (see col. 8 lines 37-47). Smethers discloses 
checking, in the matching device, whether a data record having the assigned identifying 
character is stored in the storage device; and if the data record having the assigned identifying 
character is stored in the storage device, selecting, by the matching device, the data record (see 
col. 8 lines 48-57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz and Kingdon, and incorporate selecting, by the 
user, One of the plurality of different data records; transmitting the assigned identifying character 
of the selected data record from the terminal to the matching device; checking, in the matching 
device, whether a data record having the assigned identifying character is stored in the storage 
device; and if the data record having the assigned identifying character is stored in the storage 
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device, selecting, by the matching device, the data record , as taught by Smethers, thus increasing 
information site access speeds by minimizing actions needed by the user, as discussed by 
Smethers (col. 1 lines 57-65). 

Consider claim 27, Schwartz discloses a user making inputs to access servers; where the 
input is a data record having a URL and other identifiers (see col. 19 lines 17-65). 

Schwartz and Kingdon do not specifically disclose numbering the plurality of different 
data records in a sequence in which they are stored in the storage device, identifying characters 
of each of the plurality of data records being formed from the numbering. Smethers discloses 
numbering the plurality of different data records in a sequence in which they are stored in the 
storage device, identifying characters of each of the plurality of data records being formed from 
the numbering (see col. 12 lines 1-31 col. 13 lines 41-57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the invention of Schwartz and Kingdon, and number the plurality of different data 
records in a sequence in which they are stored in the storage device, identifying characters of 
each of the plurality of data records being formed from the numbering, as taught by Smethers, 
thus increasing information site access speeds by minimizing actions needed by the user, as 
discussed by Smethers (col. 1 lines 57-65). 

6. Claims 32-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwartz in 
view of Kingdon as applied to claim 15 above, and further in view of Isomursu et al. (6,730,389). 

Consider claims 32-36, Schwartz and Kingdon are disclosing mobile phones type Internet 
appliances, therefore voice data and other type of Internet type data that would logically include 
email. Kingdon further discloses graphics (see col. 4 lines 45-55). Schwartz and Kingdon do 
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not specifically disclose text format, fax data, and email format. Isomursu teaches text format, 
fax data, and email format (see col. 5 lines 52-65, col. 9 lines 1-43, and col. 1 1 lines 24-67). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the invention of Schwartz and Kingdon, and have text format, fax data, and email format, 
as taught by Isomursu, thus allowing the support of many different applications, as discussed by 
Isomursu (col. 1 lines 20-35, and col. 2 lines 1-20). 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, aiid any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nick Corsaro whose telephone number is 703-306-5616. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:00-3:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nay A Maung can be reached on 703-308-7745. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Nick Corsaro 
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